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" Randersd In Som»s Long Con-

1‘:"”10, (ns:n-f‘lx.dlrt in thes A, A,
“’::Lal: (aso from (‘ooke Uomaty.
_denaa of the Hazcite
e Nov. 9 —Ex parfe Thom-
TYLER) _vgyeas corpus from Travis.
,,:;;‘::;':. cond epplication for = writ of
s = s by the relator. The rela-
r Gaed in the penilentiary na-

«tences, applted for and re-
_ [reland, the Governor
{ Texae, under dateof Awu-
g full ;\3rd;}ﬂ for each apd

This proclamstion of par-
. 1o to apd sccepled by the

¢ relstor, for and in bis bebalf;
e et 99 next thereafter turced
ardonto the father of relator.
lowing day—August 30—3e
0 Y the pardoa to the peni-
. cfiizisls and demsnded the
7 of relswor: out they refused
retatned the pardon, giviog as 8 rea-
e the receipt of a telegram
. yvernor ordering eaid aciion.
- wes roterped 10 the Gover-
- igiorsed thereon the followirg:
“en urder canceling this s havirg
' misinformation.”” Oua
47, the reistor susd oui his
heas corpus, upol & hesar-
ne was remanded 10 custo-
nich he appealed to this conrt.
I it was beld that a pzar-
-4 by fraud was absolutely
nd 1OAt having relied upon the par-
vy its indoreemne#nt, the relstor es-
3 st hims=elf prima facie the
the pardon by fraad, aad
nus of proving no fraud,
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s failing to dno this
did not err in re-
to the peniteniiary

C1RERT, relator agaia sued ontb
15548 corpas and on & hearing
n remanded to custody, and
indoement this sppeal is pros-
The petition elleges the fore-
ana misrenresenta-

1 denied; =nd it
| that on January 18, 1887,
rnsr—Ircland-—issued to
pardou, whicnh was in-|
i _ place ¢of the lormer
?-_.:_. n. hat by a clericsl omission oniy
ore of the offopses was covered by said
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4 i was only raised in the Conrt of Ap |
t when it was besrd in the
[ erigt couri (Governer Ireland wa2 ab- |
tate, 22d oo 1 account
d ol | 1o
i of the |
gd. To iba petition {
M lavit of ex-Gov-
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quecce of miarepresapis-

‘e to him, which were promised
sizutiated by proof, but that the |
toat thure
¢ mpon him to rl‘:..ncure.'-i
i susstantiates toe |
nardon. -
A, 625,] ]

ver furnpished;
wis 0o fraud nse
pal I: 8180
1 recrard 10 the second
In Fazter's case (5 O.
thal the statute coaferreu |
; vinine a gecind writ of
! cotpus where fiaportant testimony
hss been epalned, which, though no:
iy ¢ ' r waich though Enown |
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L AR I nis power 1o produce
it rmer nearinz. The testimany 011
Rx rror Irclend comes fairly within
()a an appesl of this character
: e aetermined net upon
. s to whether the|
leace  i8 mewly discovered, but
n the nce a3 we flad 1% edducad
« and preszuted in the
inotainy of frand is removed
lametion of pardon by ex-
: r sod in hiz sfflilavit. Tae
2 cversed snd the relater or-
rged from the pepitealiary.
W « corpus granted and relster
g irt, 4.
i the Stste; appeal from
8, Where cevidenre is admitied,
g fed, mod it 15 apparent that ap-
11 108siniy have heen prej-
: ¥y this court wili not re- |
& ement, The evidence is suf-
3¢ suppart thecorvictlon £nd there
SDOT zerror. Affl-med. Wailte,
A4 A, Bleazall vs, the Stale; appesl
! Loas We heave carefully ex

! the record in this case with ref-
HIELOE 10 errors assigned and unassigned,
1 bat one requiring di-cussion.
LPon the trial the State proovounded this
=usnls Dr, Ferrie: “Waat is your

01 the examinatlion you made
iy of the jnfart as to how the
‘juries yon sew (vo-wit: the arm broken,
<Y Ue-x wroken and the skull crushed)

> f
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w'f". done?” Tais guestion wss ob-
: f ' '-,' spoclisnt on the ground that |
#040nd for the opinion of the witness a8
\2individpal end nol 83 ap expert; was
o ¢ Epecuiaticn on  the part of
Witness, gnd was matier ‘

/ Wiich  the jory Wwere as
Tpelent o jadge as the witness, The

01 was overraled and the witness
A: “lam of opioion the omnly
could have been done, or the only
wr:: im:gine is that the party pu:
Intant on its face and plsced his boot-
¢ DsCk of the besd, snd caught
t arm snd puiled It, &cd
tae head, crushing the skull
02 the peck and arm.” Wit-
' 81sted that this opinicn was as
not a: an expert:, and

v might bhave occurred ia
JACr wuys. Held: Toe objection
8ve Leen sasteined on the ground
11e2mpe t. bhowever, as 1%
this opinion cf the
2 the icjury of appel-|
We think nor. The corpus
toat the child was borp
10 118 death by violenca—
“@hlished by the evidence of
other physicians aed by
; ClaeT tesiimony. Conceding
== Upinion of Ds, Ferrls teaded to
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con: SUE corpus deiicti, sioce there|
the * = rationsl doubt as to thia,
bei M eould pot heve irjuared ap-
Preinai. c=28.  That the appellant was
m'_:"_:';:u i3 u:ﬁ::'.rad'.ct_ed by the panish-
9 Georas . Tae jary had the right
Were 'Ilz“v-‘..'-'f? £eath, bhur chose the more
. Pudlsoment, Aflirmed. Hurt, J.

4l 4 Pasn . 5
fr.:m?rn:f'“‘u-khh-ga vE. the State; appesal

Bl § Counvy, John McCullock wae
Teopreg oo ocll, 8 misdemesnor, and ke
8lgnus ,"._.3-' abpexrance bond wiich he
Mgy - McCailoek, instead of John
bogg o =: This appeilent sigued eaid
Deay g4 :_“’E‘S‘- McCallock falling to ap-
faﬁgme :“m’ ‘tha bond wss forfotted and
ag g VIS was entered sgaiust him
Re smrepy ) Scire facias issued to
10 the wors Objection havisg been made
i€ bong for a varisnce between it snd
Obligy o, ¢ 10 the name of the principal

of +1he same wag emended on motion
seltin, ounty attorney, the amendment
* U0 the fsct that John and W. J.

. X Were one and the feme party.

foyy .+ WAS DOt necessary that the writ
& 'nu:"e ) the principal, McCallock,

| Held:

{priccipal really had no interest.

| owWner.

ki ; et:eﬂ::'chinge,‘-he garety. Also
L DO error In permittiog
\ ‘!“-i.mil.ciu-tobe smended.
% d ' e oonz :::ed in per-
~ AR°° '© be principal ia the bond.
& - . Il,: |r'\
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Not error. The sureties were in
court and contesting the proceedings for
themselves slone in & matler waere tge

n
objection is made to the judgment flael
becanse same was rendered at a criminal
and not & clvil term ci the Coualy court.
Held: This is the ordinsry general rale,
but $2it ths County conrt of Titus county
appears to have been made aa exceplion
nader the lsw restoring apd defipiog its
jarisdiction. [Geznercl Iaws 18th Leg,
p.91] We fiad no error In this record
for whnich = reversal of the jaizment
shoald be had and it is therefore aflirmed.
White, P. J.

Green Massepgsle vs. theState; sppesl
from Raibertson eounty. Aonpellant was
convicicd for the murder of John Mitelell
in the court below, bis counsel Iaterposed
in his behalf the defense of insanjly«x st-
ing &% the time of the commizsion of the
hcmlcide. Iz this court counsel for de-
lepdznt mskes two objections to the
charge of the court below. First, b csase
after the court in one parsgraph of tne
charge had instructed the jary that every
map 15 supposed to he sane and responsi-
niefor bis acts until the contrary is
shown to the satlsfaction of tae jury,
again instruocted them in & subsequent
parsgraph that the burden of proof was
upon the defendant to  establish
inssnity. 2. Becange the court omitted
to instruct the jory that if they should
acqnit the defendsnt on the ground of in-
sanity they sbould so state in their ver-
dict. Held: The position of the charge
to which the first objeciion is urged is a
correc” exposition of the law. Wedo
not think the secoad chj=ction & sub-
stential one. While it would be proper
to giva such & charge, siill a failure to do
0 where it does not sppear that the
right of the defzndant were probably in-
jared by such ommission shail not be re-
gyrded as erraor.

But in the case before us we think the
insanity of the defendant was clearly es-
tablished by the evidence, and tnstthe
verdict of the jury is contrary 1o the
evidence and the trial Judge erred in not
seiting aside the verdict upon motinn of
defendani’s connsel, end becsusa of this
errar the jodgment is reversed and the
canse remanded. Willson, J.

Bob White wvs. the State; appeal from
Raines. Conviction for thefi of stose
zoal. The complisint alleged that ihe coal
‘'ewas the property of tne Mo. P. Kway

Company,” and tbat it was taken
‘#from the possession of Temple, who
was holding the same f{for tbe said
Mz, P. Ry Compuny, or either
of them, and with the inten% to de-
prive the szid Mo. P. Ry Com-

pany of the vaiue of the same,” elc. A
motion was madzs in the court below to

gussh the complaint becanmse: 1. Vhere
{is a fatal variance between the comp aint

snd information as to the name of the
2. That neither the complsint
aor 1nformation sufli:ientiy descrioes the
owner, and that the !letiers used ate pot
suffizient to de:zeribe the Missouri Psce fic
Riilwsy Company, &3 secms to have been
intended: and 3. That it did not zlicge

Held: That as to the complaintwe t
its allegations ur¢ inconsistent and
pugnant in themseives. In opne place
alieced that the property belengad
Mo, P. Rway:" in Gli=-
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to the

| other thst that {t was the property of the

= former appel-
complaint, the

Held: Fateily

Mo. P. Ry." The
Iation i3 wused the
latter in the wmformation.

in

| the same cxuse.

|
| angd thay

| FOf.
.hat said refiway is duly iucorporated. | well taker,
hink | 8truction embraced

rule, how:ver, is restric'ed to material
matters. Time {3 generally nov comsid-
ered ss forming a part of the meterial
fssue, so that one time msy be alleged
and another proven. If the injury was
inflicted i matlers not con what par-
ticalar day, or by what particular train
the same was izflicted. The remarks of
counsel for appellee baving bécen pro-
voked by previons remarks of counsel

for appellsnt, the appellant cannot be bond was fi'ed. This motion was over-
ruled. Held:

beard to complain; no raversible erro:,
Aflicmed. Willson, J.

S:. Louls, Iron Mouniain and Sonthern
Railwzy Compary vi. Heanderson El1-
wards: appeal from Bowie. In the csse
cecided above appeliee sued for &nd re-
cyvered damages for ipjaries doune 0
hims:1f. In this suit he rues for dsmages
sastaiced by his wile,
were received at the samsz time sod by
In the court below ap-
nellant interposed a plea of resadjudicata
in bar of this suit, based npra the judz-

meant recovered 1n the other suit by ap-.

pellee. In his charge tothe jary the
court in effzct charged the jary 1o flad
agzinst said plea. This is
assigned as error. Held: The
charge was a correct exposition of the
law. We are of the opinion that appellce
had bls election to bring separate suits,
or to briug but one snit. If the courtin
which these cases were tried had juris-
dicticn of the =sggregate amoun:, they
might have properly been counsolidated.
This, however, was not the case. Thae
cther qiestions in this case have been de-
cided iu the caseabove. Affirmed. Will-
son, J.

St. L,I.M. & S.R R.Co. vs. Elias
Jackson—by his rext friend—appeal from
Bowie. Tgris case rests substantially
opon the same grounds of Appellant vs
Edwards decided above. Appeliant con-
tends that appelles being & miscr with-
out a gusrdian ir the state, it being
shown that he had a mother aud a step-
father in the state of Arkansas, couid not
sue and recover by hisn:xt friend. Held:
It is well settled that a minor without a
guardian in this state can gue by his nex:
friend, aud the fact that he had a guac-
dfan in another state would npot deprive
mm of this right.

Msartin Guest vs. the Siate;
from Rzd Riover
the defendant of the crime charged inthe
bill of indictment, you must be satisfled

eppeal

berond a ressonabie doubt that he not!county.
{ only did appropriate of J. R. Johnson as | repaal of tbe local-option law by the pre-
alleged in the bill of indictment, but thal | scribed mode pending sn appeal from &
the intemt of the defzpndantto deprive | conviction for its violatlen while in force
the owner of the value thereof (if yon|annuls the ecanviction.
ex- | 1a thersfore reversed snd the prosecution

should flad that such intent exiatzq)

1sted =Y or before the taking; and ia this | dismissed.

wh'ca jpjaries| !
| & public road. The evidence showed that

Affirmed. Willson, J. |
| pear in the transcript of the record taar
¢Ia order to coavic: |ihe citizens of rsid county at an election

I peaze 88 it purported to be on March Jl,

1887, but did not in fact come iato the
poasession of said cificer until April 1,
1887, more than ten days afier the rendi-
tion of the judgment, afier hearirg which
the court dsmissed the eppeal. Held:
Not error. Appellant moved for a cer-

rari to bring up & more perfeet record
from the Justice’s coart, that is, & re-

. the cootrary. Affirmed.

connection I further charge you that il|

vou should flnd from the evidencz taat
the cattle ziieged to have beca stolen fol-
lowed defendant and got into his herd,
efterwards he formed the idea of
frauduelently eppropriating the game to

| bis 0wt use and bepefi:, he could not be

| convicled of thef:.”

This charce wes
asked by defendant snd refased by the
court, aud said refusa! is assizred as exr-
Flelad:
wa3 no similar in-
in the charge. The
f-lonions intent is the eszsentizl ingredi-

Tacre

eut of the crime, an:d to coositiuts
tneft the tsking of the property

| must in theifirrtinetanc: have been frand-

| to constitute the taking

defective, Farther held: That it was
necvsssay to =allege that eald railway |
company was daly izcorporaiea. We sre

cf opinicn that such slisgation i3 requis-
ite, and to suy the lesst of it is beyoad

|

doubt the better practice. This court|

the **Mo. 1ol
The motion 1w
Reversed and

cannoct EAT wistb
Rway Compeny” i3,
gu<sh was wsll taken,
dismissed. White, . J.
J-ss Martin vs. the State; appeal from
K:ines. This is a compenion case to that
of Bon White, sbove. Appcliant was
tried upnn identically the same complaint
and ioformstion. For the reasops dis-
cussed and decided in the Wkeite case,
the judgment in this case i3 reversed and
the prosecution dismissed. Whitte, P. J
St. Louis, Arkapsas and Texas Railway
vo. John M. Harris; appes! from Hopkias
Appellee recovered jodgment azsinsl  ap-
pellant for £96.5), aemages for iojary
dore by stock to h!'s crop and laed by
reason of appellant havieg left dowa the
f-nce in constructing its road through
appeliee’s farm. Appellant offered ia evi-
dence & written release executed by ap:
peilee on April 23, 1887, reciung in suo-
atance that in considerstion of $75 paid
sppellee by appellsut, the former releaszd
sod exempted the latter from buildicg
cattle-gunards on its right of way waere
s5id right ¢f way was located oa appel.
lce’s land, and agreeing not to bold ap
peliant liable for sny damesge ihai mizat
a~crue from such rejease and exemp.ion,
and agreeing to baild & geod and lawfal
fence zlong sppellant’s rigat of way in
iront of appellee’s farm. Upon ohj=ction
this release was not permiited to ve read
in evidence, aund this rulierg is assigned &5
error. Held: Itis shown that toe dam-
aces sued for by appeilee accruzd
prior to the execu'ion of said release.
Sach beicg tne case, the release was
properly excluded. It is apparent frem
the language of tne releags that its oparag
tion wae intended by the parties to be ia
futuro. Noerror. Afirmed. Willson, J
St. Louis, Iron Mcuntaia and Southern
Riilway Company vs. Berryhiil; appesl
trom Bowie. Appellee purchased e
ticket from Texarksna to Ciear Lake and
return. Clear Lake was a flag station on
apgellant’s line of railwsy, where trains
stopped only when gigoalled to do so. The
peiition alleged that appe'lee flagged or
sizonalled the train, and tuaat toose io
charge of the traiv eaw the signal and re-
fusea to obey if, and that plaintiff was
forced to walk back to Texarkaas, a dis-
tance of eight miles, The eviience
siows that app llee was carried to Ciear
Lake for the purpose of huauag,asd tha',
desiring to return, he repiired o Clesr
Lake to take pesssge on esid trsic.
There was ancther person with appeilce,

i ard when they saw the lrain coming \hoy

sizoaled appellee with a white pociet
nandkerchic! and the other perscn with a
black vaiise, NoO other gignals than these
were used, and the train did not stop.
Tie engipeer in charge of the tiain testi-
fi=d that he was on the lookount for sig-
nals at the time the train passed gsid
station and thsy he saw unone, &snd saw
no persons there; that the only way 1o
“flsg” & train at pight was with a ligat of
some kind, Helc: In our cpinion the
evidence fails to show any cause of ac
tion in sppellce. He has alleged s good
cause of dction but failed to prove It
Appellee testifizd] himsclf that they did
pot flag the tralz in the usual way. Toose
in charge of the train were under no ob-
ligation to stop unless they were notified
that some person desired it to stop. Re-
versed and remsnded. Wiilson, J.

St. Louis, Iron Mountaia and Sonthgrn
Railway Company vs. Henderson Ed-
werde; appeal from Bowie, Suit by ap-
pellee against appellsnt to recover dam-
szes because of the negligence of tae ser-
vants of appellant company in starticg 8
passenger train without warning,and with
e jerk, before appellee had time 10 board
said trais, because of which act of negli-
gecce appellee was thrown dows and In-
jared. Verdict for appellee. Appellsut
contends that appellee having alleged that
he was irjared on & certain date by sppel-
lent’s south bound train, he cannot re-
cover if he proves s differeat date and a

different trein from the one alleged in the | j:

petition. Held: It is & familiar rule of

materisl must IPONEy &1
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| the hogs o killed was erroncous.

i and is here rendered

u.eat, and it the possession be aitsined
lawfully, no subsequent sprropriating,
however frandanlent the inteat wiil suflice
the ft, unless
such la=wful possession was obtuined by
means of a {alze pretcx: or with the frau-
dulent intent at the very time of ibe tak
Inz, 1o deprive the owner of the vaiue of
the property, and to appropriate the same
to the b redt and nse of the taker. [20
C. A. 16117 C A 34—19C. A. 401—14
C. A. 668 ] R:versed ard remanded.
Whoite, P. J.

St. Louig, Iron Mountain and Southern
Raiiway Compery vs. 1. N. Andersen;
appeal from Upshur. Suit for dsmages,
converaion ot wood by appellant company
and the velue of six hogs killed by ssaid
appelisn® company. Judgment for eppel-
lee for 8193 25. [t was shown that four
of thesix cogs, valosd &t 16 60 were
killed within the **switch limit” ¢ver which
ran & public road, &% a pullic place.
Also that plaintiff lailed to show that de-
fendant did not use ordinary care in
moving 1ts cars at the time of the kliling
of said hogs killed within 1he “‘swilch
limite.”” Held: 1f these Dnogs were
killed at a public road crossing and with-
in switch 1'mits, then the defzndant com-
paoy would not b2 liable, uniess it was
sbown that the injury wes caused by neg-
ligence. The judzment for the value of
For
this crror the judgment will be reversed,
in favor of Ander-
son against the railroad company {or
8181 75
pelice. Waite, P. J.

John Buchanan v3. the BState; appesal
from Kaufman. It bas been held by this
court that an ipdictment zlleging neither
daytime or npighttime, will sapport a
cogviciion for barglary, either in the day-
time or nizhttime, if the proof shows taat
the force used in the perpetraticn of the
burglary was appliecd to the building.
Farther beld: It wa2s uunecessary to
prove thal the house was entered with-
out the censent of the owner or cccupant
thereof, or any person authorizad to give
such consent. It was not erroria the
court to refuse the gpeclal charge to the
cffsct that if they found the house was
not in the possession of Shrader, the
owner, but in the possession of Peed they
would acquit, because {% iz shown that
Pzed was in only temporary possession,
shrader having gone fishiog at the time
of the burglary. NO errer. Afti:med.
Willson, J.

Dave McCleveland vs. the State: ap-
pesl from 8mith. Conviction for asesult

to rape. Yerdict of gullty and sentence
for two years. Appeliant made & supple-
mentsl motion for a new trial cn

the ground of newly discovered evidenca.
i'he rewly discovered evidence was in
sabstance as followws: The sffl lavit of
tbe father of the prosecntrix, to the effoct
that he was mistaken in ths date ¢f the
offense; that be swore on the trizl that
thst the said offepse was commiited cu

the second Sunday ia July, 1887, but that

ne was mistaken, spd row swore that it
was the fi:s% Sanday in Jaly, 1837, Ynere
were several other effi favits to the same
effect. The defense was an alibi. Held:

Uader the peculiar circumstances of the|

case, we are of opicion thsit the court
erred in refasing to grant & new 1risl.
Reversed and remanded. Hart, J,

W. J.Clark vs. the State; appeal from
Fanpin. Motion for rehearicg, Convic-

sion for thneft of overcoat. It was
not error to admii a3 «vidence
what the prosecutor paid for the

coal in enother county. It was not errer
to permit the jury to am=nd their verdic:
without retiring w0 the jury room. Iiis
only when the jary refuse to have their
verdict corrected that they must retire to
their room agsin. There is no errorin
toe charge of the court snd the evidesce
supports the cosviction, Noerror. BAo-
tlon for rehearing refuzed. White, P. J.

Si.L,I M.and D. R’y Co. vs. Henry
Turner; appzal from Bowie county. This
suit was instituted in Justice’s court, and
on March 21, 1887, jadgment was render-
ed in favor of appcllce. Appellant ap-
pealed to the County court. Indorss-
ment on his appeal bond showed it was
filed on Msrch 31, 1837, Appeliee moved
to dismiss the appesal in couniy court be

use the sppeal bead was not filed with-
in ten days sfier the rexdition of tne

appellee was permitted over objection of
| bond § :ﬁ led | he justice of the
s iy 250k :_, SR

Tuasz assignment of error is|

R:versed and rendered ior ap- |

| case to the cise cf Wells
| V8. Stste ahove reported.
fhe facis in this case

cord showing when sald appesl

Not error. Ii was a fact
placed by the evidencz heyond costro-
versy, that the bond had not been deposi-
ted with the jastice in time, and the jaz-
tice's record could not truthfally show to
Willson, J.
Meigh Owen vs, the State; appeal {rom
Navarro county. Defendant was con-
yicted 1n the court below for obstructing

the road in question was not lccated on
the line designated by the commissioners’
court, Tae route designated by that
court did rot pass over defendant’s land
but sleng its boundary hine. Ia locating
the road it was placed upon dzfendsnt’s
land, which was then uninclosed prairies.
Defendant’s attorneys after being inform-
ed of these facts advised him that he
had a right to enclose his land and ke
acted upon thisadvice. Heid: Thecon-
viction is wreng. First, because the road
located cver defendants land was placed
thers without authority of law and was
aot a public rcad. S:cond, conceding
that it was a public road, the evidence
ghows that defendant obstructed it, be-
lieving he had a legsl rignt to do 8o, snd
therefore did mot wiliingly obstruci it.
Reversed and remanded. Willson, J.
Clem Wells vs. the State; appeal from
Rackwall, Appellant was convicted in
County court in Rockwall county, ca the
8th day of March, 1887, for & viclation of
‘‘the locel option Isw,’’ supposed to have
been adopted at an election held in that
county ou the Gth day cof Jenuary, 1887,
()2 the 13:h day of April this court in the
cage of exparte sublette declared thelocal
option law as adopted in said county ab-
golately void for a tailure of complisuce
in ite adopticn with the mandatory pro-
visiogs of the local-option statutes. [23
Ct. App 309.7 I: is further made to sp-

r FUEL.

Fort Vﬁ:}h, Tex., Dallas, Tex.
707 n St 119 B'dway opnoslite

Soutivestem Fuel o

8. 7. POITER, Manager,

State Agents for

The Frisea Coal, & zupertor steam and domesyr
coal, similar io the McAillster caal )
The Celebrated Alabama Splint Coal, w
- P

N A
ieG
for doweaiic use, especlally ad for

grates—n slack er dust. e

The Genuine Pledmont Blacksm {%. unsnr-
passed for blacksmith pur

Standard Brands Anthracite;

baseburners and grsug_.ér

FOUNDRY COKE,

s
Connel’-'jm Pa., and Tennessee will de
double work of ordiniry coke,

The Sloss Iron and Steel Co.,

Birmingham, Ala.,

Capacity of furnaces=, 500 tons Plg Iron per day,
for focundry and miil purposes; grade, exira
strict; quallty unexcslled.

Shipuents of all above articles direct from
mines and farnaces ai mine prices 10 any rall-
ro&d point In Texes In car lota.

WRITE FOR QUOTATIONS.

s 1n &ll slzes, tor

e, oL, AC , j
309 Msis* Sireet, |

JAARd at the Factorv.

celd Jane 4, 1887, to determine the qaes
tion anew, defeq’ed local option in sald |

I is & well settied rule that the |
|

Ths judgment

White, P’ J.
Clem Wells va. the S:ate; appeal from
Rackwall county. This is a companion

are same a8 in that, and the prioeiples
governing that caze are decisive of this.
it 'versed and dismissed. White, I’ J.

J. T Smith va, the Btate; appesl from
Marion county. This appeal is from a
conviction for keeping a digorderly house
The indictmeat alieges the offense to bave
been committzd on or about the 15th day
of December, 15880, and was returned into
court by toe grand jary aud fled en the
Ist day of Janusry, 1886, All misde-
meapors under gur statute are permitted
to be presented by information or indies-
ment within two years aiter the commis-
sion of the cfense and not alter-
ward., [C.C.P., art. 200 ] Because the
prosecution was barred by the sta‘ute of
limitation when the Iindictment was
pregented the judgment is reversed and
the prosecuticn dismissed. White, P. J.

S:. Louis, Arkansas and Texas Rulway
Company vs. James 8. Saarp; appesl
from Bowie county. Appeliee recoyered
judgment against sppeliant for 8150
damages for aileged persomal injuries.
The testimony showed that appellee was
walking slong appellant’s track eouth-
ward from Texarkzna, He saw a train
coming towards him about 300 yards
away, and stepped off the track on to the
right of way about twelve or fourieen
fect from the track. When withia sbout
twenty-five feet of him the engine began
to gquirt cut hot water horizontally, asnd
a8 it passcd him a stream of hot water

OYSTERY!

h}q

Fort Worth Ice Go,,

309 Msin Street,

Fort Worth, Jexas.

I e

Queen City, .Goal Co,

G. T.'Pﬁ;i'TER, Manager,
707 o 711 MAIN STREET,

Agonts 'F'risco coal,
cosl. Alabams splint co2l, Apnthracite cosl, cord
and stove WoOD. fg~Teleph ne orders.
— - - __,-.I-.-....p.__

I. A, HOLT &C0.,

{Coal and Wood,

Cornar 6th and Rusk Strests.

s e e

ORT WOk TR GO,

ALL KINDS OF COAL.

PROFESSIONAL,

CUUGOBLEY & LAND,
REAL FSTAPE DEALERS

AND GENEEBALEAND AGENCY OF ICE,
720 Mafn Styeate. .. .. A Dallze, Tex.

Farmugada, st 2ck lands mineral lande. Bay
and gall eity property, wild lands, rancher, ete.
Examine titles, furniah abstracts of title, mske
Inveslments for eapltalisie, negotiate loans, col
lect rents ete., etc. -

DAVID L. BLACKMON,
Lawyer andkand Agent
<Corsloana, Texas.,

Havo & eompiete sbstract of titles Lo land2 ix
Navarrd couniy, Including town lots, Suecis!

and stesm stiuck him and caused the in-|
jaries complained cf. The enziuet-r]
cestifled toat in runcicg an engice it was
necessary at ceriain times to use the in-
jector of the engine, the use of which|
wonld cause a stream of hot watér and
steam 10 be tnrown from the engine off
to one «ide of the track, a distance of |
aocnt fifteen feet; thzt on the cceasion in
question it was pecessary to use the in-
jzctor and that he used it in the discherge
of his duly as engiueer, and without any
intention of irjuringappzllee and without |
sceing or knowing that appellee wasin e
position to be injured thereby. Held:
Che jadgment is not supported by the

|
'

cvidence. The evidence fairly shows
contributery negiigence on the
pait of appellee, He saw |
the trein comliog, BLW that
i was ¢jz2cting weater,

and bad ample time to got ont of danger.
The jucdgment is therefore reversed and
the cause remanded. Willson, J.

J. B. Lewis et al. v8, Join P, Richard-
son; app:al from Hopkiss county. Ap-
pellee recovered in Justice's conrt the
fol'owing judgment: The court is of the
opinion vhat the law and facts are for the

plsintiff; it is therefore ordered,adjudged

and considered by the court thas plaintl®
do have and recover from J. B. Lewis, H.
Slaky, Alex Yesner, T. S. Rogers snd
Joan S Coffzy the sum of 8100, etc. The
appeal boad describes the judgment as
sgainst J. B. Lewis as principal,
and the other psrties Dpeming
them as sureties. In the County” ceurt &
motion was made to dismiss the appeal,
becsu:e the bond migdescribed the judg-
meut. The court sustained tbe moticn
end dizmlissed the appeal. Held: Error,
It was not such & misdescription as rexn-
ders it at all doubtful as to wkat judg-
ment was reierred to by the bond. The
jodzment is therefore reversed and the
cause remanded. Iart, J.
———
Solileqay of thoe Dress Coat,
O naha Herald.

“They say I'm dead, do they? Ssy'm
superseded by Berry Wall’s new style of
pig-driver cutawsy coat, do they?" ssid a
venerable old swallow-tail to a pair of
psataloons that had just come from the
tailor'send was retailing the latest fashion
gossip. “Do, eh? Thick I ain’t goieg to
be destsp]ay ary longer, hey? Well, I've
nesrd that every year till I've cot weary.
Just se¢ the dude sit dowa on the opera
gis=s in My tail pocket every night this
seas0D; j18t watch me fix the end of my

attention glven o Commercial and Land Ntlea-
Jdon, Abstreets to land farnished on shor no
JMee. Onice ove: First Natlinal Bank, Deaton
atreet e

&
JOver Post-office,
Fine Alominum Plstes & Bps
i r, olally.
NI Use Nitroue Oxide can for patx
st lps oxiyaclicn of fedin.
Spleniifiaally done. Talaph

PEYDLETON, GRAPYEN & POFELL.
g
AuteTneys At Law,

jMoe ovar ¥ rst National bank, ;’m Taz

A swork sne 33

- P oy
J, N. EROWNING, _.3.-6" E. G. SENTEER,
BEZOWNRING & SENTER,
Atiorridys  at  law, Aiobeetie, Whegler
sounty, Tex. Wil practice In the conrta¢¥th:

Panhandie, the Federal, Supreme,&n@ Appe
ste courts of the state. oo

JAMES. W: SWAYNE,
ATPORNEY AT LAW.

Office over First Natlonal bank, Yort Worth.

What a Blind Man Mey Do,
Washington Correspondence.

I heard to-aay of a brave young Wash-
ingtonian who bas jast opened a law
ctiice bere in spite of the fact that he is
totally blind. He is8 an uancom-
mouly bright fellow, and handsome,
toc, Wwilth every possible quslifica-
ticn for success in his profession except
cyesight. Navertheless he has pluckily
gt out to win success, just as he
pluckily set out to master enough of
the law to give him a working know-
edze. IIe went through all the books usu-
ally read by law students, bis mother hav-
izg read them to him one by cpe.
1 bave watched his career with confideat
expectstion that he will meke his mark,
it not in the law, in literature or affairs,
lite Preacolt, Phillip Beurke Marston
and Postmaster General Fawcett. Wash-
icgton’s most successiul organist, Pro-
fegzor Bischeff, is biind. He not only
plays the larzest snd best crgan in
town at the Congregationsl charch, but
be curries on a very successial school of
music, and composes & greai deal be-
tween times, Bat to practice law seems
10 be a wuch more diflizult task. Justice
may be blind, but can her servants be?

tails between the cushiops and the arms |
of tha scfi chair when he takes his best)
girl to the theater; jaust hear the rip when
he rises suddenly between the acts; jast|
aesr his remark thereon, and tell me
next spring whether I've been dead sll
winteror not, Seematomoeasif IThadsz
lot more fan betore me yet.”’-
i

George N.Cross cf Norwich, Conn.,
has what he calls & bearded pebble. Ii
came from Crown Ledge, near Nantuckst,
isabout &8 large asa hen's egg, and on
its smooth surfsce i3 a mass of filameonts
that resemble pothing so mach as hair.
The stone has been out of the water for
nearly two years, yet the hairs, which are
over an inch long, look vigorous and llfe-
ke, It is said tbate Massachusetts col-
lum'hu.;n&aohhm stones that has
been cut of the water forty years, in

' downand removed elsewhere.

e L —

The Birihplacs of Bonanzas,
KHeno (Nev.) Gazette.

The site of the ola Consolidated Virginia
muli is to be nsed henceforth as a dump
for waste rock, the mill having been torn
Perhaps

is not snolber mill inthe world
has turned into the coffers
commerce 0 mapy dollars es

there
that
of
this ome
gtamps Mackay picked wp, it is said,
$50,000,000, snd Fair, Flood, azd O'Bricu
cach nearly &s much. Handreds of oth-
ers wers made encrmously rich and
thonsands of miners and employes have
rceeived excellent wages for a number
of yeara. Now the mill is pulled down
sud the site used for s waste dump. “To
what base uses do we come at last?”
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A ort Worth Ice Co,
|
Eu L Agents { O. P. Hunungton's butter trade; Jay Goulid's mouse-trap ard maps; and Adam Forepaogh's

[ten -cent menagerie—S nator Faiwell at elght dollars a moath; Whitelaw Reld at five doliars a

WALISTER HINES?

| Cinclanatl, and a look at some of the rich menof Pennsyivaria and Iniiana.

! Sharon and others~C-anis ant miilionatres—Gonid’a neuralgia and Hawitt's insomnia—Sam
| Andrewa and his willi'n-dellar eheck—A story of Rockefeller—How Bob Garrctt, Charley Fos
1 ter and O

Fayne as pedestrians—Phil Armwour's son and the Vanderblll, Garreit and Gonld boys— -as-

!
|

Pledmont blacksmith | forse tals, d

|

|
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' A SERIES OF ARTICLLES

ALL ABOUT MILLIONAIRES,

—ON————

ThE RICH MEN OF AMERICA

By FRARK G. CARPENTER, " CARP,” The Well-Known Wa:himzton Cocrespirdsg.

—_— SOON TO AFPPEAR IN THE—Mm———
This 15 an exhsaustive serles of goasipy, anccdo’al lesters consernlog the rich men of the

United 3rates, about whom the wrlter has bzen collocting matertal for years, The srticles will
be full of new stories and criginal urpublished matier. They will be perscnal, and & sgore or
more of rirh men wiil be treated of In a new way in e ch letter.

Mr Carpenter {8 widely known as a correspo-dent of unnsual ebilliv, and en invariably
brigh and eatertaining writer. 1iis contributions darisg the pest Yesr w0 Lippiacoir's and The
Cesmopolitan iav: proved popunlas featur:s of those magiziaes. :

Lhis scries of articles is of remarkable Interest. 1i contalns curlcus faets, jrersenal amee-
dotes, and iliusirative Incldents sbout all the rich men of America. Mr. Carpenter's collestion
of material on this subject 1s anlqgue.

AN OUTLINE OF THE SERIES.

I. SELF-MADE MILLIONAIRES.

A score of rich men and thelr fight for fortunes—Senator Sawyer's nrofitable Investment:
Tweive hundred dollsrs for one—Pesbody a* 4 wood sawyer, &n1 Joh Jacob Asior as & cake-
peddler—Some !nventors who have made and lost money—The hard times of milllonalres—Some
rich men’s speculatlons—Gosalp abomt Girard and Wannamaker—How Vassar College ia
founnded on Loer—The careera of rich Pablisners and book men.

II. MILLIONAIRES IN EMERYO,

Tharxich men of the Uniled States and thelr first speculationa—Rafus Hatch and his tarkeys;

week | and Vasear rich ou threo hundred dollars a yvear.
I, SOME MODERN MIDASES.
The Age of : Milionaives and Some of Its Fortunes.

Whst & handred milllion doilars mean—Denver and Its rich men— How Representative ~cmes
end Ex-Senaior Hlli have mad. money—Some big San Fiavcisco fortunes whish could not be
taken Into rich men's ecflina—W hat Stanford, Falr, MacEay, snd ' Loeky" Baldwin are worth—
A rich fron molder of 81. Louls—Seme rich newspaper men—The m!liisnaliea cf Cleveland sand

iV, MILLIONAIRES' TROUBLES.

o the Rich are Annoyed and Worrisd,
I'all Armout's eacape from prison—Jay Gould’s threateninz “efters—The love scrapes of

rocker have been {roubled In honse-building.
V. HARBITS OF MILLIONAIRES.

IHow Rich Men Eat, Direcz and Work. y

Jay Gould’s stenographer and his private telezgraph wire—George W, Childs and Senator

-,
e

cysters, Vande:blit's roast ieef and Sam Tilden's ple—The bl of
ner—Moderate cxpinees ¢f wezlihy men, and othsr matters.
Vi. THE CHARITIES OF RICT MEN.

How Peabody, Cop harve fiven Away Millwus,
Peter Coorer and bis plie of dollar Lills—Young Jim Gordon's soup Elichen 2nd Secretary
Whitney's Thaoksgivine turkeye—Uuecr chasiiies of George W, Chilte-The begzlog letters ol
rich mea-How Senaicr Starford zives—Collegs charlilea and gifts to religious Instita

tlens, le
ViI; THE HOBBIES OF RICH MEN,

Some Costiy Picas Unly Aiiltionatres can dford,

"legloi’s n:tlil_'t follar hictel ani Jsy G2.:!ld'® bondred-ihensand-doliar yacht—Childa’
thirty thousand do’li s in clocks and o militoralee who haid a fortune In orehids—Palmer's log-
house and hita Jersev cows—Fast Eorses of rich mnen &nd the fortunes they spend on them—
What Bonner a4l 1 for noted steads—Senator Stanford’s dally -olt znc other interesiinge

1°h steck wor.h tens of thousands each,

Vill, THE HOMES OF MILLIONAIRES.
Someof the of Our Riclv Men.

Carvets whis cost $200 2 yard avd palaces which cost 2 millon—The kltchena of

Palmer and Garrett— Warder's rew bous=e at Washingtor ard fts white mazh’

decblit’s $25,000 coors and Marquand’s 30 00v plaino—Lorillard’s Toxaco

palice, cte.
/IX. THE LUXURIES OF RICH MEN.
How Cur Cravsnses
Alexander T. Miiche!l’s §200 orenges avd Erastus Corning’s fortune in flowers - Jay Gould's
sevenicen greern honzes snd Iob G orrets royzl bath tub—"FThe bith rooms of famous meén-Thse
willtonslre Waliers ana his art colleciions, and other matters.
X, THE WILLS OF MILLIONAIRES.
Curious “_'-'_"n hickh Forfuses Have Deen I)iﬁ"(’l“(-f (]f
.'jl.,‘. torba of the rich and how they are gusrded—Refus Hateh on Jay Gould—Some gqueer
wills of rich Frenchm -:x--l_lz:j.' dellars a year for a exal and dog—(; mpound Interest and Iis
wonderful accamu'ailon—DBarnum’s wili—How Garrett and other milllonaires have lefs thelr
morney.

tronoay of the rich—Seot:
$ )

i
fare at Taboz's weddlng din

(itlkers

corimn and

wres whch

1‘.;.’?’1"'1!’}_':“'. £x

Whitney,
'e bath rcom—Van-
club house—Flood's

tiel Rid of Their Immense Incomes.
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FIRE-ARMS AND AMMONIBION

§ SporiingGoods

{ SEXD FOR ILLUSTRATED CATALOGTE,

A.JT ANDERSON,

Who'esale Dzaler Corner Secend and Mouston Sts., Fort Worth, Tex.

@ Vil

WHOLESALE AND RETAIL

JEWELER,

307 Houston 8t., Ft. Worth.

—

WHOLESALE AND RETAIL

Base Heaters, ~#"" Canngn Ntoves, |
Franklin. Box Stoves.

NEW--AND ELEGANT DESIGNS,

STOVE BOARDS.

—~AN IMMEANSE STOCK OF——
China, Glass and Queensware Always Ox Hand.

Stoves,

Corner Honston aud Second Streets,
THE CELEBRATED PATEF |

The BEST 5-Ces gar in the Market. |

eutLber e Oo.,_.,i_ -

State Agents. A

il =

- -

: ALE BY—Cabinet Saloon, Jeff D. Flelds & Co., #nd F. A. Kruger; White Elephani
oon; : ors Worth. Laskl & Aaronran, l-borne. Hutchlson & Mathews, Ariingfon. s
Younger, San angelo. S. L. S. smith, San Angelo. J.L Block & Snps. Wichita Falia

Roll ns Levey, Galnesviile, R T. Adams & Co, Weatherford J. M. Cazimx
Moore & Mallion, Alvord. Richstette & Co,, Grambury. Z. T, Lowery &GO
Batley, Si. Joe; T. B. Henrlatia. e o
——
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